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Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or 
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Commissioner for Patents 

The reply brief filed 1/27/2009 has been entered and considered. The application has been forwarded to the Board of Patent Appeals 
and Interferences (BPAI) for decision on the appeal. 

Appellants argue on pg. 1-2 that throughout prosecution of the present application U.S. Pubhcation No. 2003/0104030 had been used 
as a suitable translation for WO 02/43799 to Igaki et a!., but now a human translation is being used as the translation for WO '799. 
Appellants further argue that the human translation includes three additional figures (Figs. 12-14) and corresponding text which 
Appellants have not seen before and that the use of the new human translation prejudices the Appellants' position. However, Figs. 12- 
14 are included in the original WO '799 document and are not new to the prosecution. Nevertheless, it is common practice to provide 
a human translation for any foreign patents/documents used for the rejections when submitting an appeal case to the BPAI, and Figs. 
12-14 and the corresponding text were not used as evidence to support Examiner's position. Thus, the use of the newly submitted 
human translation does not prejudice Appellants' position. 
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